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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Sukup U.S. Patent 3,715,973. 

Sukup teaches an apparatus for heating grain or the like. Sukup teaches cooking 
soybeans or grains to a temperature of about 215 degrees Fahrenheit. This renders the 
feed more palatable and increases feed conversion efficiency. The storage bin 12 and 
related structure is defined as a cooking station, and the discharge outlet from container 
30 is considered to be a feeding station. However, Sukup does not discuss a weaning 
station and a slaughtering station. Regarding claim 1, the use of weaning stations in 
combination with a feedlots is well known. Conventionally, the calves are born and fed 
by their mothers for a variety of time periods. The claimed weaning station broadly 
reads on a mother and calf at a conventional feedlot. Further, large scale feedlots of 
today are adjacent positioned to slaughtering locations. It would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
apparatus of Sukup with a weaning and slaughtering stations, in order to minimize 
transportation costs of shipping the animals. 
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As for claims 2 and 3, Sukup teaches cooking the feed to a temperature of at least 160 
degrees Fahrenheit. 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, slaughter weights are known to vary according to market 
influences, and as such, the slaughter weight of 1000 pounds or 1000-1300 pounds is 
considered to be an obvious matter of choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made. Further, the specification contains no discussion as to the 
criticality of such weights. 

In regards to claims 6 and 7, modern slaughterhouses have cutting and packaging 
stations such that the use of such stations is believed to be obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made in order to hygienically 
distribute the meat to places of purchase. 

As for claims 8 and 9, the specific amount of days for weaning and specific weight of 
weaning of a calf is widely accepted to vary depending on the tenderness desired meat 
to be consumed. Naturally, calves will nurse from the mother for over well over a year, 
and have a one-year weight of over 300 pounds. While modern feedlots will wean the 
calf after the first day, in order to place the calf on a grain diet in order to increase the 
calf's weight as fast as possible, thus reducing the time value of money cost at 
slaughter. In regards to claim 8,it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to reduce the weaning time to 3 days or 
less in order to place the calf on a solid food diet to increase weight as a fast as 
possible. Or contrarily, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time the invention was to wean the calf at a weight of 300 pounds, in order to 
increase meat tenderness, such as is done with calves to produce Veal. 

Response to Arguments 
In response to Applicant's argument regarding the reference to Sukop, it is 
notoriously well known in the cattle business that a newborn calf initially receives milk 
from its mother, then it is naturally or forced to be weaned from its mother, and then is 
placed on a solid food type diet. The claimed weaning station broadly reads on a 
mother and calf placed in a stall such that they are separated from the other cattle until 
a time that the calf is able to interact with said other cattle. Modern feed lot operations 
are known to have adjacent positioned slaughter facilities, in order to minimize costs 
associated with transporting the animals to a slaughter facility. Lastly, it is known to 
raise animals on a variety of food type diets, a liquid diet to produce a veal food product, 
a grazing diet to produce a free range food product, and a grain diet to produce a mass 
supply food product. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments filed 08-18-2005 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. 
« 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Summary: Claims 1-9 are rejected. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas Price whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6892. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30a.m. 
to 5:00p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Poon can be reached on 571-272-6891 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). . 
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